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constituent assemblies at the centre was not conceded to*
he would turn India upside down. The nationalist press
called it an empty threat. The Tnhune wrote in its editorial
of 9th April :
** The League Fascist Council, of which Jinnah is the
supreme leader, consists of Muslim capitalist and feudal bullies
and it is bound to break up when things take a definite de*
mocratic shape and it comes into contact with the realities
of the new dvnamic situation. Under Mr, Jamah's leadership
the League's politics have throughout been arm-chair politics.
How many men are there in the League High Command who
have ever undergone any suffering or made any sacrifice for
the Muslim community ? These Nawabs and Nawabzadas
and Knuhts and Khan Bahadurs cannot even face the in-
convenience of wearing the coarse khaddar woven by Muslim
weavers, let alone their facing the rigours of jail life. Of
course, they are adepts in the art of inflaming the passions of
the ignorant Muslim masses and making them shed their
blood so that their own interests may be advanced. It is-
suggested in certain quarter* that if the British Cabinet Mis-
sion decides to keep India united the Muslim League will
boycott the legislatures. Will it ? It has built up all its
power and prestige by manipulations in the assemblies.
How can it afford to leave them ? "
Sardar Sant Singh, when he returned to London after
visiting the United States as a member of the Indian Food
Delegation, told a press correspondent there ~
** These Americans seem to be more concerned than our-
selves about the threats of civil war. I have told them
frankly they are talking arrant nonsense,, and 1 asked them
to examine their own history books to find out for themselves-
how they have preserved their unity. They had no answer
when I reminded them of continuous struggle and bloodshed
between the north and south for the purpose of preserving
a unified America. I maintained that the price of liberty
cannot be too high and cannot be under-rated ; and that if,
in the process of achieving freedom, bloodshed is inevitable,
then we should not fighc shy of it. For the sake of uphold-
ing democracy and freedom, America and Britain have waged
two world wars and millions of human bekigs, their kith.
and kin, were slaughtered. Do they now sa# that the price